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About this Issue 


Traditionally, the decay of an empire 
is accompanied by ever-mounting military 
adventures abroad and security-minded- 
ness at home. While we don’t suggest 
that the American Empire is ready to 
topple yet, these tell-tale signs of 
its distress are working their way in¬ 
to the public consciousness. 

These twin issues - security at 

home and war abroad-are so vital 

that if we do not deal with them at once 
our opportunity may be lost forever. 

That is why we have gone to a 24-page 

issue —- 50% larger than normal-so 

that we could give adequate attention 
to the problems and try to draw the con¬ 
nection between the misuse of computer 
technology at home and abroad. 

The superbly researched article on 
the Air War (page 15) was submitted by 
a CPP member who asked to remain anony¬ 
mous. Taking pieces of information from 
various public sources, it pieces to¬ 
gether a bleak picture of the unified 
effort by American Technology to develop 
the systems of computerized death and 
destruction to a p>oint of ultimate re¬ 
finement. This is the technology which 
is being shipped to Vietnam to replace 
the homecoming soldiers. Like all tech¬ 
nology, the Air War is not without its 
domestic spin-offs. "A Clockwork Com¬ 
puter" (page 22) catalogs some new po¬ 
lice toys and civilian surveillance 
gadgetry which has emerged as a war by¬ 
product for home consumption. 
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Finally, to remind ourselves tha 
Big Brother knows he’s being watch© 
we have transcripts of two interviei 
for security clearance in which CPP 
name was mentioned (one was suppliec 
to us on cassette). The opposite pc 
tion taken by the interviewed people 
(one cooperative, one not) brought t 
same reaction from the government (o 
year after the interviews, both peop 
still have their jobs), and point up 
clearly how hard is the struggle to 
defend civil liberties and freedom o: 
speech and association. But the see* 
ond interview also shows that this 
struggle can sometimes be successful, 
if we keep our guard up. 



When we first reviewed the material 
submitted for this issue, the INTERRUPT^ 
collective was faced with a hard choice, 
either cut out some good material, or 
expand to a 24-page issue. We think y°*J 
will agree that the quality and unity 0 
the articles makes good reading, and 
justifies the big issue. Unfortunately* 
a bigger issue also costs more to print* 
Since our expenses are carried only &y 
CPP membership and contributions, we 
would like to urge you to support and 
help keep us going by subscribing 
renewing. You will find a convenient 
blank on the back page. 



IN VE ST I G ATI ON 

What do two programmers, separated by 3,000 miles have in common? Can they 
find happiness in their defense sponsored jobs? The following pages begin 
the story, in the form of verbatim transcripts, of the security hearings of 
two CPP members. Undoubtedly, the security hearing as a means of intimidation 
and data collection, is not new to many of our readers. It appears quite ob¬ 
vious from reading the series of questions that the hearings are not as con¬ 
cerned with National security ( whatever that is) as they are with securing 
information about Movement groups and people. In short, they are fishing 
expeditions. 

We have presented the two transcripts and the following article on corporate 
security (page 10) in the hopes that they temper our paranoia with some hard 
cruel facts. The Interrupt Collective has withheld the n ames i nvolved. _ 

It is my desire to be cooperative and assist the Government in assuring itself that contin¬ 
uation of my clearance is in the national interest, consistent with its rights and duties 
and my constitutionally protected rights of free association. I have no objection to ans¬ 
wering, now or in the future, questions about my affiliation, association, or regular con¬ 
tact, if any, with persons or organizations whom I know to be subversive or to answering 
questions about such contact with individuals or organizations which the Government has 
officially designated as subversive. However, as to any other individuals or organizations, 
on the advice of counsel, I decline to answer such questions as being beyond the scope of 
this inquiry and an invasion of my privacy. 

Q. Have you, or any member of your family, ever been a member of or associated with any 
organization listed in AFR124-5, or any similar organization in a foreign country? 

A. I have not; I cannot answer for any other member of my family. 

Q. Have you ever attended any meeting or participated in the activities of any organization 
listed in AFR124-5? 

A. I have not. 

Q. Have you ever associated with or known any person who you have reason to believe was a 
member of or sympathetic to any organization listed in AFR124-5? 

A. I have had about six contacts during recent months with Mr. Sam Smith, who I believe to 
be a member of the Communist Party. This contact has been solely connected with my helping 
an organization known as Peace Project set up a computerized mailing list and Mr. Sam Smith 
is the head of this organization. 

Q. Are you affiliated with a group known as Computer Professionals for Peace, or Computer 
People for Peace? 

A# Yes, I am. 

Q. Is this a local group or is it national in 
as you know it? 

A. I decline to answer that for reasons cited 
the beginning of this statement. 

Q. What do you understand the composition, as 
membership and purpose, of the group to be? 

A* I decline to answer that. 


scope and membership, and what is its history 


at 
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PROGRAMMERS 


Q. What are the aims of Computer People for Peace 
and how does the group propose to advance those 
aims? 

A. The purpose, as I understand it, is to pro- 
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tain a policy of non-cooperation with the 
authorities (it is they who risk the se¬ 
curity of our country) along with the 
democratic demand to associate with any¬ 
one or any organization on or off any 
list (First Amendment rights). We feel 
that is the principled position to take. 
According to the National Emergency Civil 
Liberties Committee (NECLC), you cannot 
be denied a clearance unless you are a 
member of a group on the Attorney Gener¬ 
al's list. But we know that your company 
can always find a way of getting rid of 
you (whether you cooperate or not) and 
the job situation is not the best. 

We have considered three justifications 
for your cooperation: 

1, You need your job, 

2, If you lose your clearance, you'll 
discourage others from joining CPP 
or making known their dissent, 

3, You might be in a position to or¬ 
ganize co-workers. 

These justifications must be weighed 
against what is lost by cooperating: 

1. Justification of the system. A- 
greement that there are in fact 
"subversive organizations" as de¬ 
fined by a government responsible 
for the genocide in Vietnam and 
the exploitation of working people 
here and throughout the world. 

2, Providing information to the enemy. 
In particular, you named Mr. Sam 
Smith as a member of the C.P. It 
appears as if you volunteered this 
information. Now, it's possible 
Sam Smith has publicly announced 
his affiliations for the record, 
but if he hasn't the government 
will use your statement to deprive 
Sam Smith of his constitutional 
rights (the government needs your 
statement to condemn Sam Smith, 
even if they know of his affilia¬ 
tions). 

You also provide information about 
the aims and goals of CPP. We find 
this inconsistent with your opening 
statement declining to answer any 
questions about organizations not 
designated subversive. Although 
the information you give is not at 
this time damaging, we feel the 
best answer is to say nothing. 


It is difficult for us to understand your 
motivations for cooperation. We cannot 
determine how valuable your job is. We 
don't know your financial position but 
we're well aware of the job market. How¬ 
ever, to be actively searching for change 
in this society means to jeopardize your 
means of support. It cannot be any other 
way. 

As for the second justification (dis¬ 
courage others from joining CPP), we feel 
that the exemplary action of non-coopera¬ 
tion and demanding your democratic rights 
is the better offense. Losing your job 
after cooperating can only have a worse 
effect on your co-workers. They will see 
you as weak and ineffective, at once com¬ 
plying out of fear for your job (their 
interpretation) and still getting the 
boot. And remember, the company is in 
the controlling position. We reject the 
second point as politically ineffective. 

If your justification is point 3 (organ¬ 
ize), we're with you all the way. We 
feel there is only one justification for 
working where you do - to organize fellow 
workers. That puts the burden on you. 

We know you've carried it in the past and 
will continue to do so. 

As for the future, NECLC doesn't feel 
that the Subversive Control Activities 
Board (SCAB) wants to enlarge the Attorn¬ 
ey General's list (not yet anyway). Their 
major purpose is intimidation. The best 
way to fight them is by not diverting our 
energies from our most important task - 
organizing. If called to appear before 
SCAB, we will formulate a defense of non¬ 
cooperation at that time. 

The possibility does exist that all those 
for peace, justice and change will some¬ 
day be officially designated as subversive. 
If that should happen you must consider 
your position in light of your statement 
of cooperation. Would you divulge names 
of CPP members? Would you, in order to 
save your clearance, report on what X 
said during a meeting? This is a politi¬ 
cal problem and we feel the lines will 
eventually be clearly drawn. We hope you 
don't put yourself into a compromising 
position - it may be better to seek out 
job alternatives now while you can. 
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investigation 2... 

The following interview ^ u 1 Q 71 at the 116th Military Intelli¬ 
gence Qroup .Washington n°? interview was to allow S. 


suM . P u ThC inte ^iew was taped both by the Department of Detense ™ ne 
H6th m lnterview - Present at the interview were two special agents of the 

attorney JbT Intelli 8« nce Group (E . and D.), the person interviewed (S.) and his 

this time do you want to answer questions or make a statement? 

B. I think, as far as we're concerned, if the basic question is your security inves- 
tigation for clearance for S.'s position at Univac, we would consider it to be a 
legitimate investigation. However, to the extent to which that investigation 
spills over so that in effect it has the affect of interfering with or chilling 
his 1st Amendment rights of freedom of association, freedom of speech, freedom to 
express his political views, we would consider this investigation goes beyond 
proper bounds, particularly in terms of the tone in which you - you're preliminary 
statement which you read into the tape recorder, indicates that you wish to go into 
investigation of his association with Computer People for Peace, we would say that 
probably a large scope of that investigation infringes on constitutionally protec¬ 
ted areas and certainly I would advise S. not to answer most of the questions - 
not that S. has anything to hide, but that we feel that his activities that you're 
seeking to get into are constitutionally protected. 

I think that S..would be agreed to say that he's been a member of Computer People 
for Peace; that the organization has taken stands against the Vietnam War; people 
in the organization have testified for Congress as to certain practices with re¬ 
gards to the use of computers, some of which they feel are questionable and others 
which they feel might improve the use of computers to protect the rights of citi¬ 
zens and individual liberty. 

The group has as one of its purposes the general principle of using computers and 
computer technology for the betterment of the citizens of the United States and I 
suppose of the world. Certainly, I don't think that there's anything been deter¬ 
mined either by the Attorney General or any of the other agencies of the government 
that this organization is subversive or in any other way been designated as an 
illegal group. And I think that S. has every right to participate in this group 
and that the manner in which this investigation is being carried out is such that 
it really is interfering with his rights of free speech under the 1st Amendment. 

I think that certainly if this was a routine security clearance, as I'm sure you 
do hundreds of these every week, it would have been necessary to go to the extent 
of investigation that you do and I would venture to guess that there's a sufficient 
explanation of some kind for some purpose which neither S. nor I can understand. 

E. Well, do you want to answer questions? 

S. As B. said, I'd be willing to answer questions to the extent that we feel that 
they're not political explanations. 

i 

E. The way we'll handle it is this, that if we ask questions which would violate your 
client's constitutional rights or which would incriminate him in any way, you may, 
you can instruct him not to answer that particular question or respond with quali¬ 
fication. 

(to S.) I previously advised you that you were neither accused nor suspected of 
having committed any offense and therefore if would not be absolutely necessary for 
me to advise you of your rights at this point in the interview. However if and when 
wjo, reach that point I will stop you - the interview - and readvise you of those 



s. Well, what I'd like to know for one thing is what exactly it is about Computer 
People for Peace that you find to be in question? 

E. The investigation is being conducted because the Department of Defense has posses¬ 
sion of information which indicates that you are or have been affiliated with 
this organization - you know associates whose conduct, aims or goals may be in¬ 
terpreted to be inimical to the best interests of the United States. 

% 

S. Do you have any specific examples? 

B. I don't think we have to get into that because I don't think that such a determi¬ 
nation has in fact been made - in quotes "with the applicable laws". 

E. What's that sir? 

B. I don't think any determination has been made which would proscribe membership in 
this group. 

E. That's what we're trying to determine right now. 

B. Right, I understand that but till such determination is made I don't think that 
that would be the basis for any action you'd try to take against S. and therefore 
I think his association with this group is constitutionally protected. 

E. As I stated previously, this investigation is not being conducted regarding the 
Computer People for Peace, except as concerns your association with that organi¬ 
zation and its affiliates. The Department of Defense is concerned with this asso¬ 
ciation because of the sensitivity of your employment at the Univac corporation. 

It must assure itself of the loyalty and dependability of individuals which are 
within its investigative jurisdiction. This interview should not be interpreted 
as constituting an abuse of your rights and priviledges. 


At this point, the interviewer asks S. 
if he will be interviewed under oath. 

S. takes the oath. The interviewer then 
asks him several personal questions and 
asks him to check the questionnaire that 
he has previously filled out for any 
corrections to be made. The interview 
then continues. 

E. What is your affiliation with the 
Computer People for Peace? 

S. There's only one occasion that I at¬ 
tended a meeting for Computer People 
for Peace. Wait - that's not complete¬ 
ly so - there was one other time. It 
was two times in April. 

E. And what was mainly the purpose of 
these meetings you attended? 

B. I think the best thing to do is just 
to give a general statement of what 
the organization is - kind of basical- 




ly as I told it to you. I think that would suffice for what the general purpose is. 
As I stated, basically, as to what the group is. 

E. (to S.) Would you mind repeating that again please. 

S. It's an organization that's concerned with the use of computers for mankind s 

benefit. It's emphasis is to see that computers are used for the benefit of people, 
of human beings, and not necessarily industries or military functions. 

E. Have you at any time discontinued your membership or affiliation with Computer 
People for Peace? 

S. My affiliation with Computer People for Peace is not a continuous thing. The con¬ 
tacts have been minimal. 

E. Who or what influenced you to become actively involved with Computer People for 
Peace? 

B. I don't see the need to answer that question. I think that the line of questioning 
now is starting to get into this area of constitutionally protected rights - 
freedom of association. I think, in fact, the last few questions which S. did an¬ 
swer, tend to go into that area. 

E. OK, what were the circumstances surrounding your initial contact with Computer 
People for Peace? 

B. I think the same thing would apply to that question. I think that the question of 
individual liberties is definitely an issue in this kind of interview, because this 
kind of interview into what are clearly innocent political activities, activities 
which are perfectly protected under the right to association of the 1st Amendment, 
are definitely infringed upon, are definitely circumscribed. 

I think you're locking for something else which goes beyond the question of S.'s 
fitness for employment at his present position, and I would think that probably most 
of the remaining questions that you have are going to infringe on that area. 

D. How does an interview infringe upon his rights? I mean, what is your objection to 
the interview itself? 

B. Well, I think that unless the government has clear information of criminal or il¬ 
legal conduct by an individual or in fact that the organization is such, and that 
he participated knowingly in such an organization, the result - particularly 
since this organization is involved in controversial public issues, has testified 
before Congress - is to chill the free speech of the people who belong to and affili¬ 
ate with the organization, so that perhaps next time they may be reluctant to 
participate in this organization or to testify before Congress. For texample, 

Senator Ervin held hearings - the group testified. This interview could very well 
be considered intimidation by the military intelligence against intimidation by 
Senator Ervin's committee. It's well known in the public press that Senator Ervin 
has been highly critical of the intelligence function of the military - particularly.* 1 

E. Let's forget about Senator Ervin for a minute and talk about the interview. 

B. It's certainly not beyond the realm of possibility considering the reports about 
the military intelligence, particularly the 116th Military Intelligence Group, 
which have been in the press from reliable sources, that testimony given in fact, 
to Senator Ervin and the people in his committee, that this type of interview, of 


people who have cooperated and participated in organizations which have testified 
and given information to Senator Ervin, may be subject to harassment because of 
their political views by the organization that the Senator... 

E. This is not an investigation to intimidate your client or to say that he is affili¬ 
ated with an organization who we know or we have information and believe that their 
interest is not in the best interest of national security. 

B. I'm sure that whether that was the case or not, you certainly wouldn't say that it 
was. That is, I'm not saying that you're not being honest, but obviously if it was 
for that purpose, you certainly wouldn't admit it, because, in effect, if it was 
that type of harassment or intimidation, it would be a violation of his constitu¬ 
tional rights. 

E. Correct. 

B. Which, in effect, is a crime and you certainly wouldn't want to make any statement, 
particularly while we're recording this, that you're doing this. Now I realize this 
is hypothetical and speculative, what I'm saying, but, in effect, your remark is 
really kind of a self-serving statement. 

E. Do you feel that this interview is intimidation of your client? 

B. Absolutely, absolutely. 

D. Then you can terminate it right now if you want to. 

B. I think we can just terminate at this point. I don't think it's going to make 
much difference. 
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Northern N.J.: Michael L. Kuras Phil, Pax 
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Poughkeepaie: 

Don Zitz 

17A Pembroke Circle 
Wappingers Falla, N.Y. 

12590 

Boston: 

Auatin , Tx.: 

Roger W. Bennett 

3604 Enfield Rd. 

Austin , Tx. 70703 

Detroit: 

Chicago: 

Bob Ogden 

2157 N. Seminary 

Chicago, Ill. 60614 

Silver 
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Loa Angeles: 

Ken Ziedman 

4068 Globe Avenue 

Culver City, Ca. 90230 



Don Stone 

Village of Pine Run 
Apt. 41 F 

Blackwood, N.J. 

08012 

Wash., D.C.: 

Dan Adkins 

Scientific Workers 
for Social Action 
P.0. Box 188 
Kensington, Md. 20795 

Terry Winograd 

119 Harvard St. 
Cambridge, Mass. 

02139 

Houston: 

Ken Thomson 

1802 Edgehill 
Pasadena, Texas 

77502 

Andy Schoene 

5440 Casa Ave. #608 
Detroit, Michigan 

48202 

S.F.: 

Henry Tarraon 

Resource One, Inc. 
1380 Howard Street 
S.F., Ca. 94103 

Sidney Kullck 

1316 Fenwick Lane 
Silver Spring, Md. 

20910 

Honolulu: 

Ian Lind 

1139 9th Ave., #41 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

96816 
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SECURITY 


A woman hired this year by a large soap man¬ 
ufacturer signed a release permitting the 
company to investigate her references and 
school credentials. Shortly afterwards, 
several of her neighbors started inquiring 
about the nature of her new job. Their cur¬ 
iosity had been aroused by the presence of 
a couple of interviewers in the neighborhood 
asking questions about her. Questions like: 

"Have you noticed any men going in and 
out of her apartment at night?" 

"Does she ever throw wild parties?" 

"Have you ever seen the police at her 
apartment?" 

Infuriated at this investigation of her 
morality, she stormed into the personnel 
office. There she received profuse apolo¬ 
gies and this explanation: the soap firm 
did not do its own investigating; instead 
it had engaged an agency in the South. The 
personnel department had no idea that the 
agency was following this line of question¬ 
ing. They suggested that the woman write to 
the agency if she wanted to make sure her 

files were accurate] 

• • • • 

Remember just five years ago, when the 
"security” at most data centers consisted of 
a smiling receptionist with flowers on the 
desk. 

At most places today, the receptionist 
has been replaced by thousands of dollars 
worth of guards and electronic devices. 

• • • • 

About two years ago a friend of ours had 
a lunch date with his wife at her office— 
a large insurance headquarters in Manhattan* 
He walked into the lobby and momentarily 
forgot his wife's floor number, so he stopped 
at the information desk to ask what it was. 

The lobby receptionist took one look at 
his long hair, dungarees and workshcrt, and 
refused to tell him anything. He offered 
to show his identification but the recep¬ 
tionist couldn't be bothered. When he 
eventually did remember what floor his wife 
worked on and he started walking to the 
elevators, the receptionist signalled the 
lobby guards to stop hi*! 

They escorted hi* to a tiny guardrooR 
off the side of the lobby and held hi* 
there until his wife finally ca*e down to 
identify hi*! 

• • • • 

If you work for the computer department 


of the J.C. Penney Company in New York ( 
you have to know the combination to the 
electronic lock on the door to your floi 
A timer on the lock automatically cnan* 
the combination three times a day, once i 
each shift. At random intervals (esped 
right after someone has quit or been fjj 
of the combinations are changed. Y; 
are informed of the changes verbally by 
your supervisor, never on paper. 

If you forget the combination or if j 
are a visitor, you have to stand in free 
the locked door long enough to activate 
closed circuit TV monitor. You have to 
the receptionist or guard whose face app 
on the screen in front of you specifical 
whom you want to be called. The recepti 
1st phones that person, who then has to 




elude any physical ecuipoent it rents, 
leases or cwtis. it also includes the i« 
cerrsrated by esplovees. 

Hany coEpanies rvow reciire cheir wad 
to si^t secrecy pledges. pledges 

or ^ er ‘ in clud e sectixs cat give die cJ 
tee "eldership** cf Ideas die individual 
worker cones up vith while working fesr i 
coMpapy. 


Penney’s new (1969) cemuter roc l 
2 - -re ercmcuisT-imc sysresi that ises 
dioxide gas instead of water. ' 
*** fi-ce faster than water, 
Mes ^ =*cse the extensive css* 
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I Property NOT People 

machinery that water does. Rand study> i ies in getting the computer 

The system is very simple. Sensors de- activity away from as many human hands as 

tect a fire. Alarm bells go off. a timer possible. 

is started. In one minute all of the doors Already installed in some offices are 

seal shut and the CC> 2 is forced into the video and keyboard terminals to reduce the 

area from a vault of tanks on the floor amount of physical human interface. Our 

j^elow. It has been estimated that the gas dear friends at Rand discovered that people 

can replace the oxygen in about one minute, meeting informally (as sitting together in 

thus extinguishing the fire as quickly as an office) exhanged too much information, 

two minutes from point of detection. The while conversation over video equipment was 


millions of dollars worth of IBM equipment 
jj! the area is allowed to suffer very little 
fire damage and no damage from the gas. 

(To ensure the safety of the humans-- 
who would also be extinguished by the C0 2 — 
the shift supervisor has a control panel 
in his office that allows him to retard the 
gas release by a maximum of two minutes.) 

* * • • 

Responsible for the corporate security 
consciousness about computer centers are 
"militant political groups** that decided the 
data centers made a •*superb target for bomb¬ 
ings.** (Datamation, July 1, 1971). 

Many computer centers probably decided 
that their installations were too vulnerable 
to political activists, so they began put¬ 
ting in security systems. 

But the vast majority of installations 
bought security systems probably just be¬ 
cause of the keeping-up-with-the-Watsons 
syndrome. Status in the industry seems to 
be based on possessing the latest gadgetry. 

A salesman we know likes to go into 
companies that have just updated from the 
IBM/360 to the 370 with the pitch, »'You 
can*t protect today's equipment with 
yesterday's security measures." The 
companies usually buy. 

Our salesman friend works for one of the 
new companies that sprung up solely to meet 
the demand for security devices in the 
computer field. Companies like Data Pro¬ 
cessing Security, Inc., Dataguard Systems, 
and Computer Audit Systems have been doing 
very well for themselves. The business of 
protecting property (and property is essen¬ 
tial to profits) has become extremely pro¬ 
fitable in its own right. 

Everyone is trying to get in on the new 
money, including Bell Telephone. A 19/u 
Rand report indicates that the telephone 
company is trying to develop tap-proof 
iines to rent to its teleprocessing clients. 

The future of security, according to the 


much more restricted. 

With further developments in miniaturiza¬ 
tion and cost reduction, high speed terminal 
printers located in executive offices will 
be feasible, eliminating clerical and 
messenger contact with data. 

All of us can add to these lists of 
existing and expected security arrangements. 
The one thing that is perfectly clear is 
that the answer to security problems is 
going to be more and better security. 
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CPP 


INTERNATIONAL 


or; 


LONDON 

island°a herS 311(1 sisters on the cloudy 
tion-; a Ppear to k e Paralleling our ac- 
bers P rot> lems. Two of our NY mem- 

Peonil 1 ?^^ 3 meetin 9 of Computers for 
_ P) in London this summer. The 

?_ L* f ormer ly called REALTIME, which 
is still the name of their newsletter, 
is usy organizing around collectives in 
e area of data banks, labor, corporate 
research (International Computers, Ltd.) 
and their newsletter. In addition, they 
are planning actions around the computer 
industry’s DATAFAIR next Spring (similar 
to SJCC). The issues of privacy and 
government subsidies to ICL (their mini¬ 
version of IBM) are becoming foremost in 
the industry, while on the national le¬ 
vel Northern Ireland has dominated their 
activities. They can be contacted at 
Computers for People 
c/o Alan Campbell 
181 a Finchley Road 
London, NW 3 


PAR is 

"The important thing we have to say to 
you is that we are winning. We are win¬ 
ning politically, diplomatically, and 
most importantly, we are winning milita¬ 
rily. We have withstood four years of 
Nixon’s War and we have defeated it. We 
are very strong. We have defeated Viet- 
namization. We control over half the 
population and land area in South Vietnam. 
We are winning." 

The speaker was Le Mai of the Provisional 
Revolutionary Government of South Viet¬ 
nam’s delegation to the Paris Peace Talks. 
We visited with Le Mai and Dr. Le Van Loc 
at the PRG embassy in the Paris suburbs 
in August. Their tone was one of strong 
optimism, which was reinforced by an im¬ 
portant military victory won by the liber¬ 
ation armies the previous day. Although 
clearly concerned about the continued 
devastation of their country under Nixon’s 
bombing, they were confident that the PRG 
would win despite the outcome of our 
American elections. 
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We took them photos and literature 
the People’s Expose and demonstrati 
during the Democratic Convention ^ 
May 10 action at ITT headquarters j ° 
York, some of which delighted them' 0 ^ 
much that they plan to send it to the 
beration fighters as a demonstration^'‘ 
solidarity. Le Mai said that it was • 
"imagination" of the American movement 
that pleased them most. He had some-, 
ticism too, however, of the American £ 
for identifying and relying too heavily 
on the Vietnamese for inspiration and 
symbolism. "You must be more indepenfc* 
he said, "and begin to build your str.r. 
around your own issues.” 

Dr. Van Loc, the PRG delegation's scien- 
tific advisor, discussed the needs of the 
Vietnamese people for both medical and 
military technological aid. Medical aid 
committees throughout the world are be¬ 
ginning to send money and equipment to 
build a new hospital in North Vietnam and 
supply equipment that is badly needed, 
like an ultra-sonic detector to locate in 
humans fragments from U.S. plastic anti¬ 
personnel bombs that cannot be located by 
x-rays, in their continuing effort to 
defeat and reduce damage from the auto¬ 
mated bombing of the electronic battle¬ 
field, the Vietnamese also need up-to- 
technical information on new devel¬ 
opments in the electronic battlefield. 

Technical information and contributions 
for medical aid should be channeled 
through the Medical Aid for Indochina 
Committee, 137 w 4th St., New York, N.** 
10003. 



HOW CPP SPENT ITS 
SUMMER VACATION 


ITALY 

In the Spring of 1972, the IBM Cor¬ 
poration was confronted with its first 
workers* strike. It took place in Milan, 
Italy. The IBM Workers Council had raised 
several demands including a higher mini¬ 
mum wage for the lowest paid workers, an 
end to the artificial fourth category 
(which in IBM/USA would mean eliminating 
the title of Senior Programmer or Analyst) 
and an end to the short term contract 
(hiring outside workers for higher pay). 

Initially, support was won by dis¬ 
cussing issues outside the IBM building 
before work and during lunch. When the 
Council felt it had enough support, it 
began short daily work stoppages. When 
these proved effective, a march and rally 
were scheduled to bring IBM to a halt. 
Using slogans like "Blue Collar, White 
Collar, Same Fight," a majority of work¬ 
ers, both assembly line and programmers, 
joined in the demonstration of solidarity. 
IBM capitulated to the demands. 


The strike demands included a salary 
raise for the lowest paid, increased job 
security, and an attack on professional¬ 
ism - the fourth category. But the 

placards carried by the workers also in¬ 
cluded a clear understanding of IBM as 
a leading technological exploiter of 
people. "Capital + Scienze = S*Frutta- 
mento Scientifico" (Capitalism plus Sci¬ 
ence equals Scientific Exploitation), and 
"Azienda Modello, Lavaggio del Cervello" 
(Modern Corporation, Brainwashing). 

Our Italian friends have come a long 
way by striking an important first blow. 
IBM is indeed vulnerable. Pass the word. 
And for more information, contact: 

Pippo D'Amico 

Via Cesare Tallone 7 

Milano, Italy 
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THE FUTURE OF 


WAR 



The Air War in Indochina is well known and 
documented (1,2). With the withdrawal of * 
U.S. ground troops, the U.S. Military's 
reliance on enormous firepower has come to 
taean intense air attack. The Air War con¬ 
cedes the ground to the North Vietnamese 
Army - National Liberation Front, but at¬ 
tempts stabilization by exerting control 
from the air. While the U.S. Military does 
not expect victory through airpower, it 
does expect to prolong the war indefinite¬ 
ly. Airpower is the principle killing in¬ 
strument which prevents collapse of the 
weak Army of the Republic of Vietnam ground 
forces. 

The principle differences between the pre¬ 
sent Air War and the preceeding Ground War 
are the heavy reliance on aircraft, wide¬ 
spread use of a great variety of sensors, 
and the computerization of many operations. 
Without U.S. combat troops, the Air War is 
strategically a defensive war for the U.S. 
Military. While stationary targets can be 
attacked, mobile NVA-NLF Forces cannot be 
detected and tracked well enough to be tar¬ 
geted. When NVA-NLF forces choose to attack 
ARVN forces, the NVA-NLF in turn become 
subject to air attack. However when they 
choose to break off battle, there is noth¬ 
ing (including ARVN) that effectively pur¬ 
sues them. The awesome "lunarization" of 
Indochina by the Air War merely shows its 
ability to destroy landscape, not the NVA- 
HLF Forces. 

After the Air War 

After the Air War a new form of warfare 
will appear much as the Air War succeeded 
the Ground War. I shall call it the Remote 
War. Because only a few components are 
fully operational now and the rest range 
from initial combat testing to mere fea¬ 
sibility study status, I cannot give a 
completely detailed description of the 
mechanics of Remote War. However enough 
Information is available to sketch out the 
fcajor components, dynamics, capabilities 
and implications of Remote War. 

The central concept to Remote War is the 


remotely manned system, abbreviated as 
RMS, which usually includes a remotely 
manned vehicle, RMV. The vehicle opera¬ 
tor is located at a distant site and pre¬ 
sented with information from sensors in 
the vehicle itself. With this data, the 
operator uses the vehicle control set to 
send steering signals back to the vehicle. 
For example, the vehicle might be an air¬ 
craft; the sensor, a TV camera; the data 
display, a TV screen and the operator 
would be an aircraft pilot. In the speci¬ 
fic, important case where the vehicle is 
an aircraft, the abbreviation RPV is used 
for remotely piloted vehicle . In princi¬ 
ple any combination of vehicle and sensor 
can be used to make a remotely manned ve¬ 
hicle. The concept is to remove the human 
body from the vehicle yet create a sensory 
illusion that the vehicle operator is in 
the vehicle. 

The communication links between the RMV 
and operator are critically important. 
Because signal transmission is limited to 
line-of-sight distances (unless cables are 
used), remote control is limited to short 
ranges. For this reason, airborne commu¬ 
nication links are the most important 
means of controlling RMVs. A series of 
RPV signal relayers can obtain line-of- 
sight and over-the-horizon remote control. 
Satellite communication links are also 
possible. However the finite velocity of 
light (and other signals) creates a time 
delay between vehicle and controller and 
sets a maximum range to feasible remote 
control. For a 1/16 sec delay this maxi¬ 
mum range is a radius of roughly \ the 
earth's circumference; i.e., a single base 
can exert remote control over half the 
earth's surface. 

Engineering requirements for an RMV are 
drastically simpler than those for a 
manned vehicle. The absence of human body 
limitations allows the vehicle to be de¬ 
signed solely from the consideration of 
machine limitation. There is no limit to 
how small RMVs can be made except the cur¬ 
rent state of electronic miniaturization. 
RPVs can be incredible manuverable. RMVs 
can be manufactured cheaply because much 


Of the expensive electronic blackboxes are 
removed from the human (and life support 

t0 the remote control site and 
the RMV itself does not need the costly 
human safety tolerances. In fact, for ma¬ 
ny types of RPVs, air frames may be stamped 
out of plastic as in toy manufacturing. 

Remotely manned systems have penetrated 
many different environments, however the 
need for simple, line-of-sight communica¬ 
tion links means thAt the aircraft is the 
most important vehicle for an RMS. I will 
only describe RPVs in Remote Warfare, 
which involves a coordination of the fol¬ 
lowing components: 

Reconnaissance RPVs - operational both in 
S.E. Asia and the Middle East (3). A par¬ 
ticularly revealing picture is that taken 
from an RPV flying under power transmission 
lines while on reconnaissance over North 
Vietnam (4). Because of their cheapness 
and lack of onboard pilot, recon RPVs are 
able to perform much higher risk missions 
than comparable manned drone aircraft. 

Thus SR-71 (the manned recon jet replacing 
the U-2) flights over China were stopped 
during Nixon*s visit while unmanned flights 
were not (5). 

Reconnaissance RPVs were derived from drone 
recon and/or target aircraft (6). Precise¬ 
ly speaking, a drone aircraft is unmanned 
but lacks vehicle originated, sensory data 
presentation to a remote pilot. A drone 
can be tracked using a control site based 
radar and directed with radio signals, or 
it can be internally programmed for a spe¬ 
cific flight pattern. (This distinction 
between drone and RPV is not always ob¬ 
served in journals, though I shall try to 
follow it.) Since a drone is already un¬ 
manned, conversion to a remote pilot is 
relatively easy. There are at least 15 
different recon drone aircraft, many of 
which were also produced in the RPV version 
(7). Recon drones were operational even 
before Gary Powers' U-2 went down over 
Russia. 

Electronic Countermeasures (ECM) RPVs 
actively assist strike aircraft by jamming 
the electronics of Soviet built anti-air¬ 
craft defenses, based on electronic intel¬ 
ligence data gathered by recon RPVs. An 
example of an ECM-RPV (and/or drone) is 

the Teledyne Ryan AQM-34H. This vehicle 
creates flight lanes that strike aircraft 
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may take to targets and be immune to radar 
directed weapons. This specific ECM tech¬ 
nique using an RPV is operational and pre¬ 
sumably employed against North Vietnam (8). 

Bomber RPVs - those that deliver air-to- 
ground weapons. Many combinations of RPV 
and air-to-ground weapons are possible, 
including guided weapons. TV-guided bombs 
and missiles are themselves an expendable, 
"Kamikaze", RMV anfl work on exactly the 
sample principles. For example, the Hobo 
TV-guided bomb is a glider RMV; the Condor 
TV-missile, a rocket RMV. Though guided 
weapons cost more apiece than unguided 
weapons, they are much more efficient. 

Thus while half the unguided bombs typical¬ 
ly hit within 250' of a target, half the 
guided bombs hit within 5' of the target. 

A single guided bomb effectively replaces 
100 unguided bombs. 

The first operational bomber RPV is be¬ 
lieved to have entered combat early this 
summer in S.E. Asia (9). Presumably it is 
the 234 class model of the Teledyne Ryan 
AQM-34L (10). A rough comparison can be 
drawn between an F-4 Phantom manned bomber 
and the AQM-34L. The AQM-34L is approxi¬ 
mately 4,000 lbs. and $400,000, 1/10 the 
weight and cost of the F-4. The AQM-34L 
carries 1,000 lbs., 1/10 the bomb load of 
the F-4. Using unguided bombs against 
ground targets, even theoretical calcula¬ 
tions heavily conservative in favor of the 
F-4 show that the AQM-34L costs only 1/10 
as much as the F-4 to destroy the ground 
target (11). These calculations did not 
include that an F-4 risks aircraft crew 
and the RPV does not. 

Laser Designator (LD) RPVs - illuminate 
targets for attack by laser guided weapons. 
Laser guided weapons home in on the laser 
light reflected off of the illuminate tar¬ 
get. They are simpler and cheaper than 
TV-guided weapons. This simplicity allows 
construction of laser guided artillery 
projectiles (which cannot be TV-guided) as 
well as bombs and missiles (12). Bomber 
RPVs can carry laser designators and laser 
guided weapons. An example is the Gyro- 
dyne QH-50D remotely piloted helicopter 
(13). The QH-50D uses low-light-level TV 
and other sensors. Designed to destroy 
night truck traffic on the Ho Chi Minh 
Trail with laser guided rockets, the QH- 
50D has been built and tested, but I have 
found no mention of its combat deployment. 





li^ever, by UJ- PPV, I only want to Include 
*”• whlch «*lr«ct weapon, deliver! 
by <> th,r ' nean9 - Since it carries only 
4 Llir range finder/designator besides 
Id seniors, the LD-RPV can be quite small 
BW J Inexpensive. Long range artillery 
you Id be automatically slaved to aim wher- 
#V er the LD-KPV points Its TV and laser. 
When the remote pilot sees a target on his 
TV .creen, he pushes a button and a laser 
guided artillery shell destroys the target. 
Tli* LD-RPV ha * « "tndy status with the U.S. 
Army (1^)* ii la to weigh about 300 lbs., 
fly at 60 mph for 7 to 8 hours, and be so 
•mail «" undetectable beyond 3000' to the 
Inaked eye. 


jiU ptaturlted (Mini) RPV - a concept under 
Investigation by the Pentagon’s Advanced 
Msearch Projects Agency (15). The goal 
In to make the RPV ns small and Inexpensive 
Ml possible. The Mlnl-RPV Is a flying sen¬ 
ior and compliments the fixed sensor of 
the present automated battlefield. Unlike 
fixed seneore which are basically defen¬ 
ses, the Mlnl-RPV Is offensive. It is 
designed to hunt targets at very low altl- 


bomber RPV as opposed to the fighter (17). 

Computers & Comnunications are the last 
component of Remote Warfare which I will 
sketch out. Remote War depends on a large 
capacity for data transmission and proces¬ 
sing. This capacity already exists and 
the development of Remote War involves 
more an integration of already existant 
capabilities than a research of new ones. 
Intrinsically, Remote War is much more au¬ 
tomated than the present Air War. An ex¬ 
ample is the computer assisted remote 
pilot being developed by Univac Division 
of Sperry Rand. A digital computer per¬ 
forms the routine flight control of many 
RPVs, enabling a single remote pilot to 
direct 5 RPVs simultaneously. A represen¬ 
tative piece of communication equipment is 
the phased-array antenna being developed 
by the USAF Rome Air Development Center to 
send steering data to 25 RPVs simultane¬ 
ously as well as providing 5 TV channel 
communication links (18). 

The dynamics of Remote Warfare involve the 
coordination of components to achieve an 


tuiUw. Potentially it \wn the ability to 
replace an infantry ground patrol. How 
email Mini-RPVg con be made depends on the 
ojrrent etale of electronic miniaturization. 
RCA has built « TV camera weighing 1 lb. 

(16) which would make possible on RPV 
weighing about 30 lbs., already 1/10 the 
•tee of the very small LD-RPV. 


objective. The present USAF interest em¬ 
phasizes Defense Suppression, i.e. to 
destroy Soviet built air defenses (19). 
When the objective is suppression of a 
Third World guerrilla war, the following 
scenario can be sketched: 

• 

Mini-RPVs, acting as flying eyes (also 
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other sensors), silently search the jungle 
at literally tree top level. With an in¬ 
vulnerability, efficiency and tirelessness 
unmatched by any human patrol, however 
dedicated, the Mini-RPVs would hunt down 
guerrilla forces. Having located and 
tracked the guerrillas, an LD-RPV would be 
dispatched to direct guided artillery 
ahells. If the guerrillas were outside 
artillery range, bomber RPVs would come 
with air-to-ground weapons. As seen in 




this sketch, Remote War is fundamentally 
offensive as opposed to the defensive na¬ 
ture of the current automated battlefield. 

Defense against Remote Warfare is exceed¬ 
ingly difficult. Guerrillas would be 
faced with trying to avoid detection from 
flying or fixed sensors. No part of the 
jungle would be immune to search from 
Mini-RPVs. Booby traps or ambushes, so 
effective against infantry patrols, will 
not work. Guerrillas will be hard put to 
even know when they are being observed by 
Mini-RPVs. The untested extrapolation is 
that Remote Warfare will deny guerrilla 
forces concealment in the countryside. 

Such a loss of jungle sanctuary would 
spell the end of country based guerrilla 
movements. 

Active defense against RPVs with conven¬ 
tional anti-aircraft weapons is unlikely 
to be effective. Conventional AA weapons 
are designed against manned aircraft and 
have only limited value against RPVs which 
are from 1/10 to 1/1000 the size and cost 
of manned aircraft. The small size and 
great manuverability make RPVs quite dif¬ 
ficult to detect or hit. The low cost 
means quite possibly the AA weapon cost 
more than the RPV. For these kinds of 
reasons the USAF is specifically design¬ 
ing RPVs to attack air defense systems. 

The extrapolation which is just beginning 
to be tested is that conventional AA wea¬ 
pons are targets for RPVs, not vice versa. 
This is not to imply that remote pilot 
bases cannot be attacked or the communica¬ 
tion links jammed in some manner. However 
the bases will always be far away and 
protected by RPVs. Jamming the line-of- 
sight communication links requires highly 
sophisticated technical ability and is a 
partial solution at best. RPVs can switch 
to a retum-to-home mode of internal gui¬ 
dance, to forestall crashing, if their 
external guidance link is broken. 

In the next few years the U.S. Military 
is going to finish developing and deploy¬ 
ing the Remote War against which there is 
no effective (non-nuclear) defense. Any 
defense where the permanent physical limi¬ 
tations of the human body or machines 
physically connected with the human body 
are pitted against machines limited by 
purely mechanical constraints, and yet 
controlled by a remote director, is doomed. 
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This is not to imply that Remote Warfare 
is automatically 100*1 efficient. The 
first generation are mostly converted 
drone recon aircraft and are not specifi¬ 
cally designed for Remote War. They have 
very limited objectives and will not be 
wholly successful. The second generation 
will appear ouch quicker than a correspond¬ 
ing generation of manned aircraft because 
RPVs are much simpler to develop than 
manned aircraft. The "Constant Angel" ECM- 
RPV is a second generation RFY which is to 
be produced in either & $20,000 expendable, 
or a $50,000 recoverable model. It is so 
simple to make that the TSAF has asked for 
production bids from 50 manufacturers (in¬ 
stead of a normal 5 for manned aircraft) 
including several toy companies (20). The 
second generation will have much greater 
efficiency, more sweeping objectives... 
and so on, through the generations. In 
principle. Remote War will defeat the hu¬ 
man body. One side loses people; the other 
side loses toys. All that is left is the 
shooting and dying...and toys don't die. 

The U.S. Military Dictatorship 

The economic and psychological character¬ 
istics of Remote War determine its ulti¬ 
mate controller. Economically, the Remote 
War is ouch cheaper than the Air War, be¬ 
sides being more effective. There are no 
large supply problems because there are 
few people, spare parts or ammunition re¬ 
quirements. Thus 500 RPVs can be directed 
by 100 computer assisted remote pilots. 
Maintenance of the relatively simple RFVs 
would be Highly autocaated. There would be 
no saturation bombing or artillery bar¬ 
rages. With guided ordinance, targets are 
"surgically" killed by single rounds. In 
principle, there need be no manned air¬ 
craft or ground troops which drastically 
cuts cost. In comparison with the present 
Air War in $.E. Asia, a Remote War would 
cost (estimation) 1/100 as much. A large 
scale Remote War would cost in the 100‘s 
of millions not 10's of billions of dollars. 
This relatively small cost is crucial in 
deciding who controls Remote War. 

Because of this small cost, the U.S. Con¬ 
gress will have no realistic economic re¬ 
straint over the U.S. Military's conduct 
of Remote Wars. In practice the V.S. 

Congress does not have power over defense 
department spending of sums as small as 
100's of millions of dollars. With respect 


, the U.S. Congress, this leaves the U.S. Military free to 
lge Remote Wars wherever and whenever they choose. This 
ee hand allows the U.S. Military (or the CIA, for that 
itter) to expand the American Empire's sphere of influence 
r forcibly crushing national movements which are considered 
pa ins t American interests. 

le psychological characteristics of Remote Warfare also de- 
irmine its ultimate controller. Television warriors are 
nnbered in 1,000*s not 100,000's of the Air War. The tele- 
Lsion warriors never face the prospect of being killed in 
ition• If the Air War over Laos could go on for years 
Lthout Congressional knowledge, if air strikes could go on 
?r months over North Vietnam without Presidential knowledge, 
len Remote Wars will remain rumors. Presidents and Congres- 
js, wherever they might express opposition, can be kept un¬ 
iformed. Psychologically, Remote Wars are easy to conceal 
ad the U.S. Military has to tell no one. 

haracteristics of Remote Warfare could be used to silence 
nti-war critics who try to stop its development. There 
ill be no American killed-in-action or prisoners-of-war. 
oys have no mothers or wives to protest their loss. Remote 
ar is very cheap. Economic critics of war induced expenses 
Dd inflation will have nothing to protest. With its preci- 
ion killing ability, Remote War will not harm the ecology, 
cologists who complain of environmental devastation will 
ave nothing to protest... and so on. The only thing to 
rotest is the killing and subjugation of any people the U.S. 
ilitary calls "Communists", "Gooks", ... "The Enemy". Of 
ourse, in principle, the entire world is a potential enemy 
o the U.S. Military. 

onclusion - Fact or Fiction ? 

hat happens when two remote warfare systems oppose each 
ther is basically conjecture. However, several important 
bservations can be made. Until now the description of Re- 
ote War has been limited to RMS's versus conventional war- 
are systems. This description is considerably altered for 
MS versus RMS combat. For example, the great cost savings, 
mentioned earlier, now disappear. If anything, RMS versus 
MS combat will be more expensive than previous completely 
conventional wars. In Total Remote War (RMS vs RMS) industry 
an much more directly be converted to war production. The 
case of manufacturing RMVs means many more will be produced, 
n Total Remote War, as in any war of nearly equal antogo- 
dsts, both sides are strained to their maximum. 

> second observation about two opposing remote warfare sys¬ 
tems is that a continuous state of war inevitably ensues. In 
otal Remote War there is no stable equilibrium between re¬ 
connaissance and combat. This can be seen for the following 
easons: With conventional warfare peace means, among other 
:h ings, a continuous intelligence monitoring of the opponent’s 
military systems. Thus reconnaissance craft actively probe 
opponent's defenses trying to get a response. In self- 
‘efense the opponent must respond which in turn is monitored 
>y the recon craft to learn how the opponent s defenses work. 




Naturally enough, the recon craft occa¬ 
sionally gets destroyed doing such danger¬ 
ous operations. When the recon craft is 
manned, its destruction is an internation¬ 
al incident which quickly dampens the 
operations. However, U.S. recon drones 
have been shot down over Communist nations 
for over a decade without any internation¬ 
al attention (6 ). Until now this has 
not led to escalation because one or the 
other side has not had recon RPVs or 
bomber RPVs and etc. When both sides 
have fully equipped remote warfare sys¬ 
tems, the delicate difference between a 
peace time recon probe and actual war 
dissolves. Recon RPVs can self-destruct 
to remove any tangible evidence of their 
presence. Yet an opponents military 
system can be reduced to a naked helpless¬ 
ness by aggressive RPV recon probes. With¬ 
out any international incidents to dampen 
their activities both sides would escalate 
reconnaissance flights and then, in self 
defense, armed recon flights and protec¬ 
tive reaction RPV strikes would follow. 

The difference between war and peace dis¬ 
solves and War is Peace. 

Historically, Total Remote War continues 
the human heritage of war and genocide 
into a perpetual state of war. For 
America, as never before, the societal 
and cultural heritage of an Empire will 
be turned into a genocide machine. Every 
aspect of American Industry will play an 
important production role. Every advance 
of American science and technology will 
be exploited into greater killing effi¬ 
ciency. All the Western Cowboy and Indian 
flicks merely become a pre-combat primer 
for the television children. The question 
of whether violence on TV is harmful to 
children is now resolved. Where genocide 
was once recreated on TV for entertain¬ 
ment, it will now be committed with TV. 
Children who grew up with Vietnam on the 
TV news at dinner time will surely stomach 


all the genocide the U.S. Military can 
produce. The separation of illusion and 
reality vanishes for the television war¬ 
riors. Alienation and sterilization ap¬ 
proach perfection. After kissing their 
wives good-bye and battling the rush hour 
traffic to work, the television warriors 
will settle down to a day of watching TV 
at the Ministry of Peace. 

The tremendous concentration of power 
which science and technology have given 
the U.S. Military has shattered the checks 
and balances of power with which the U.S. 
Constitution tried to protect Americans. 
Foreign affairs of the American Empire 
will be run by the U.S. Military Dictator¬ 
ship. Arms Limitation Treaties, Peace 
Treaties, and other agreements both public 
and secret will be signed with other mili¬ 
tary dictatorships. But there will always 
be war because that is what peace means to 
the Ministry of Peace. If during peace 
time a citizen does not support the war 
against the Enemy, then that individual is 
a subversive. The individual becomes the 
Enemy. The next step then is to control 
the internal affairs of the Empire... 
the establishment of a Ministry of Love. 
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CPP/SESPA 

INSANER, CPP's Inevitable Next Second 
Annual North East Regional Summer Joi ‘ 
Computer Conference in the Woods, wa 
in Massachusetts this fall. Both 
SESPA/Science for the People members 
invited and over 50 came from an area f 
vering Chicago to Boston for a wee en 
political discussion and planning. 

Most evident was a spirit of coopera 
tion, among people and between the two 
groups, all working together to ma e 
weekend a worthwhile and rewarding expe 
ence. The cooperation demonstrated at 
INSANER should be a significant first step 
toward furthering a closer working re a 
tionship between CPP and SESPA. 


AWARD WINNING QUOTE : 1972 

The Director of IBM's Law Enforcement 
Division, Richard McDonnell, stated at 
a conference on Governement Data Systems 
last June that: 

" JUST BECAUSE A PERSON'S FOUND INNOCENT 
DOESN'T MEAN HE'S NOT GUILTY 
His remarks were in reference to the pro¬ 
blem of incomplete and erroneous arrest 
records proliferating in the National 
Crime Information Center data bank,_ 



LNS 


s 


on 


on- 

3 

» 


1 


L 


21 



CLOCKWORK 


COMPUTER 


Faced with decreasing Federal funds 
for defense, American companies are eager 
for new markets. Electronic surveillance 
at home happens to be the biggest and po¬ 
litically most attractive market prospect. 
In a recent issue of Electronic Warfare , 
a magazine of the military and corporate 
proponents of these products, the "direct 
technical fallout to civilian society of 
EW" was enthusiastically welcomed. The 
combination of lack of public support for 
continuation of the war in Vietnam (elec¬ 
tronic or human), and the rising scream 
for "law and order" spells instant suc¬ 
cess. Just listen to some of the ongoing 
contracts. 

The use of sensors alone, one of the 
smaller by-products of the automated bat¬ 
tlefield, is rapidly expanding here in the 
States. The sensors which were developed 
to detect troop movement along the Ho Chi 
Minh trail are now snugly employed along 
the US-Mexican border, to signal unauth¬ 
orized border crossings. So that this 
equipment won’t go unaided by electronic 
"hands," the now obsolete US Air Force QU- 
22B remote controlled pilotless planes fly 
.overhead to monitor the sensors. This 
model of drone aircraft has since been 
replaced in Vietnam by more sophisticated 
computer controlled planes. Sylvania El¬ 
ectronic Systems, a major contractor for 
the border operation, has noted that pub¬ 
lic opinion might disagree with its pro¬ 
posed sales on the project. In response 
a Sylvania official stated: 

"The political implications of 
using surveillance equipment along 
a friendly foreign border have been 
considered by selecting equipment 
that can be deployed without at¬ 
tracting attention and easily con¬ 
cealed ." 


A recent ABC-TV special called "The 
Fear Fighters" boasted about the benefits 
of military-developed technology which 
can be used by the average citizen. John 
Glenn, the announcer of the program, sug¬ 
gested that sensors on every lawn would 
not be far off. Had he checked the cur¬ 
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rent facts he would have found that some 
of our country’s "leading" citizens now 
have sensors on their front lawns. In the 
April 1972 issue of the Washingtonian , 
Richard Herbert reported that so many 
homes near Washington, DC, have been sur¬ 
rounded by sensors that ring at the police 

station at the slightest provocation - 

rabbits, dogs, and tree branches - that 

police seldom pay much attention any more. 
War-tested sensors rest under the White 
House lawn as well as in Nixon’s other 
homes in San Clemente and Key Biscayne. . 



y Helicopter surveillance, one of the 
cornerstones of American Vietnam strategy, 
has already sprouted wings for^urtmn op-^ 
erations. Our Brooklyn CPP members report 
that they were asked by their local police 
precinct to paint their house numbers us- 
ing 2-foot high characters on their roof ^ 
tops. The local precinct, calling itself 
the "neighborhood team," has been running 
a series of public relations meetings to 
acquaint the residents with their new de¬ 
vices. Since Brooklyn is a high crime 
area it comes under special funding. The 
police were quite proud that they were 
the first in their area to get a helicop¬ 
ter squad, which they call "Operation Sky- 
cop." Lately it has been noted that the 
surveillance operation has been expanded 
to night time which implies that infrared 
or other night vision equipment must have 
been added to the precinct’s supply list. 
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Lockheed, RCA, and ITT are three of 
the biggest manufacturers of airborne noc¬ 
turnal equipment for use in helicopters. 

Wh; l l e , 0 ^ e . ground > ^e Justice Depart¬ 
ment s LEAA is working on reducing the 

cost of a snooperscope" night vision de¬ 
vice to under $600. Since LEAA has been 
notoriously generous with its grants, this 
mass produced technology should be avail- 
able to more than a handful of city pre¬ 
cincts soon. In fact, night vision de¬ 
vices are expected to be installed in al¬ 
most all of the country*s 172,000 police 
cars by the end of 1973 , according to a 
prediction by Peter F. Lefort, Vice Presi¬ 
dent of Aerojet Delft. 


sj Landjtfarf are Laboratory 
is a^so turning its at- 
neefZs of the police. Elec- 


The US 
in Aberdeen^ 

■tehtion 

tronic ffesign , ^trade journal, reported 


h 19Il ^tlrat this Lab is testing a 
souped-uj^ verson of the PPS-1^ M foliage- 
penetratiSri^surveillance radar. This ra¬ 
dar equip?B@m; is priced at $ 6,500 for 300 
or more units, and each unit is about the 
size of a book. It will have the capa¬ 
bility of seeing through brick and cinder- 
block walls and is designed for controlling 
civil disturbances. 


A drop in the bucket in this growing 
field is the government project of $2 mil¬ 
lion to isolate the unique "signature" or 
heat pattern of marijuana. It is hoped 
that once this is isolated, earth-orbiting 
satellites will be able to detect crops 
growing in any country. 


A larger and far more reaching pro¬ 
ject involves 2 U-hour street corner sur¬ 
veillance using remotely controlled cam¬ 
eras. The first system of its kind was 
recently installed in Mt. Vernon, NY, a 
bedroom community of the city which has 
had growing racial tensions. The cameras 
are placed 22 feet above the street and 
can be turned and focussed remotely from 
police headquarters. LEAA has granted 
$ 1 | 7»000 to assess public reaction to the 
seeing eye, which is another Sylvania 
"first." Meanwhile, John Glenn, on ABC*s 

"The Fear Fighters," interviewed Mt. Vernon 
residents and found little resistance to 
the idea. A spokesman for the project 
stated that at first the residents were con¬ 
cerned about the civil libertarian aspects 
of 2 ^-hour surveillance, but after a while 
they became used to it and felt that the 
possible gain in security was greater than 
the potential loss in freedom. 

Brooklyn again pops up as a projected 
test area of 2h hour surveillance. A Jus¬ 
tice department study conducted by the 
National Academy of Engineering advised 
the Nixon Administration to implement a 
$7.5 million five year project to watch 
58.5 miles of streets in the borough. 

Little has been written about this pro¬ 
ject, and less is being said. 

One is constantly reminded of that 
famous novel where 2h hour surveillance 
was commonplace and the citizenry was re¬ 
signed to it. What that book didn't dis¬ 
cuss, and what is now commonplace for us 
is the fact that the electronic law en¬ 
forcement market is growing almost faster 
than any other in the US today. The El¬ 
ectronics Industries Association has es¬ 
timated that the annual sales in Law En¬ 
forcement electronics is about $ 1*00 mil¬ 
lion, most of which comes from LEAA grants. 
The current boom in police technology, like 
its Vietnamese predecessor, owes its 
thanks to the government. 
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COMPUTER PEOPLE FOR PEACE 

CPP, now in existence for almost five 
years, is the only organization in the 
computer field that stands for peace, 
equality and civil liberties for all 
people--and for the use of computers and 
technology to help achieve these goals. 

WHERE THE MONEY GOES: 

To publish INTERRUPT. This issue cost 
over S500 to print and to mail to our 
members and friends in the U.S. and abroad. 

To hold ••SANER" conferences for members 
and friends. 

To publicize and hold public meetings 
on computer uses and misuses. 

To research and print in-depth booklets 
on computer technology in war, data banks, 
and health. 

To aid and cooperate with nationwide 
movements against war and oppression. 

To get together members to form new 
CPP collectives, which may share the 
responsibility for publishing INTERRUPT. 

In order to actively face the next 
four years, CPP needs you ! Won't you pay 
your 1973 dues now? In accordance with 
the wage/price freeze, help is still 
voluntary and dues are still only $101 
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□ I'd like to join. Here's my $10. 
(Booklets free if you join now.) 

D Please put me on the mailing list. 

Please send me the CPP booklets: 
copies of Data Banks, Privacy and 
Repression @50<t 

copies of Health: Big Business for 
Computers @50<t 

copies of Technological Warlords @>$1 
All 3 for $1.50 □ 

NAME____ 

STREET___ 



CITY,STATE,ZIP 






